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CBS Producer Reasserts POlitigs Led to

LQ_W Estimates of |

By M. A. FARBER

George Crile, the producer of a dis-
puted CBS documentary on the Viet-
nam Wwar, testified yesterday that he
believed when the broadcast was made
that Gen. William C. Westmoreland
had reduced enemy strength estimates
in 1967 for “political reasons.”

The information he gathered for the .
January 1982 broadcast, Mr. Crile said !
in Federal District Court in Manhai-:
tan, convinced him that ““the best intel-
ligence was stopped, and stopped for
political reasons, and all that followed
was colored by that fact.”

Mr. Crile, who appeared as the 14th
witness for CBS in the trial of General
Westmoreland’s $120 million libel suit,
was questioned extensively about his
state of mind during the preparation of
the documentary in 1981. The 39-year-
old producer, who is alsoa defendant in
the case, had previously been called to
the stand by lawyers for General West-
moreland and testified for nine days as
a “hostile” witness. Much of his testi-
mony yesterday resembled his earlier

answers.
To prevail in his suit, General West-
moreland must prove that the material

in the 1982 broadcast was defamatory, .
related to him and faise. As a public.
figure, he must also establish that the '

false statements were made with
knowledge that-they were false or with
reckless disregard”
talsity. The latter element has come to
be known as a *‘state of mind”’ issue.
The 17-week-old trial is now expected
to end later this month. Judge Pierre
N. Leval allotted each side 150 hours to
present direct evidence and cross-ex-
amine; General Westmoreland has
‘used about 140 hours, and CBS 125.

Working on Charge to Jury
At least one juror, for personal rea-
sons, has asked in recent days to know
when"the trial will finish. Yesterday,
Judge Leval requested a list of CBS’s
remaining witnesses, and indicated

. that, in consultation with the lawyers,
he had considerable work to do on the
charge he will give to the jury. -

i One of the many points on which the
litigants are still at odds is an accept-;
able definition of the “categories of evi-
dence” that relate to the question of

for their truth or .

Enemy Strength

bias, like not interviewing witnesses, a t

number of other subjects,” the judge
said out of the presence of the jury,
“which, while they may not be suffi-’
cient evidence to make out reckless-
ness,” may be ‘‘appropriate evidence
on that issue.” .

General Westmoreland, who com-

' manded United States troops in Viet-

nam from 1964 to 1968, contends that
the documentary, *“The Uncounted
Enemy: A Vietnam Deception,” de-
famed him by saying that he had lied to
President Johnson apd the Joint Chiefs
of Staff about the size and nature of
North Vietnamese and Vietcong forces
in late 1967.

The broadcast charged that, for
political and public relations reasons
intended to show that the war was
being won, the general’s command had
deliberately  understated  enemy
strength. It said that General West-
moreland had imposed an ‘‘arbitrary
ceiling”’ of 300,000 on estimates of that
strength, mainly by deleting the Viet-

. cong’s self-defense forces from the
military listing of enemy capabilities

known as the order of battle.
Besides Mr. Crile, the individual de-’
fendants are Mike Wallace, the narra-

\tor of the broadcast, and Samuel A’.‘
Adams, a former Central Intelligence !

Agency analyst who was a paid consult-
ant for the program. )
Estimate Cut in Half

Mr. Adams, like some C.LA. col-
Jeagues and military analysts, favored
a total-enemy-strength estimate in 1967
of approximately 500,000 to 600,000.
.General Westmoreland’s command
Fargued, successfully, for a figure ap-

recklessness. Judge Leval said yester-’
day that CBS may be seeking to ex-
clude too much.

*] think there are a lot of things, like

proximately half that size.

Mr. Wallace is expected to tesﬁfy in \

| the next week or two. When Mr. Adams
' was on the stand last month, David
| Boies, a lawyer for CBS, led him over
| the broadcast in much the fashion he
| did yesterday with Mr. Crile. As the
. documentary was shown on the half-
dozen television sets in the courtroom,
the witness was asked whether he be-
lieved various statements in it at the

_time it was made, and why.
At one stage Mr. Crile and others in

the courtroom were jolted by a loud "

commercial for a detergent that inad-
vertently had not been removed from
, the program. Later, video technicians
who are paid jointly by the parties to
the lawsuit had equipment trouble that

et e

|

necessitated an hour’s interruption.

.. It showed, Mr. Boies quipped to the
jury, that “not every problem in a
broadcast is intentional.” .

Mr. Crile testified that he did not be-
lieve General Westmoreland had been
“forthright and straight with us” when
he was interviewed for the documen-

[ea

tary in May 1981.
A ‘Desk Analyst’

From other sources, Mr. Crile said,
‘he_believed that the guarrel over
enemy strength in 1967 between the |
‘C.I.LA. and General ; Westmereland's
command had been 1 and bitter’’
and “‘over critical issues.” while
e o T wld,
miles away from Vietnam sal
such agency analxgsts as Mr. Adams’
and George W. en, the C.LA.’s
deputy chief of Vietnamese affairs had

O sy

spent much time in the war zone and
vmm%&mm'mfﬁif
able about the enemy’s capabilili
than was the military. S .

. But_ General Westmoreland, Mr.
-Crile point t, ha i is in-
s terview that “the C.1.A. was very

re-
; mote; we were on the scene” and that |

tover

«rather absurd, and didn’t-last ve
long
TPTTE _

general “present

| dent Johnson

sion that his oﬂice%‘ j"his intetligence
commanad’”’ were infull accord with the

military position “diid that the C.IA.:
had only had this SOm of minor dill
ence of opinion’ Decause of Mr. Ad

“This, Mr. Crile told the ‘jury, was
“completely contradictory’’ to.what he
was learning elsewbsrp. .

The producer said:be believed in 1981
not only that Generad-Westmoreland's

_actions had led to & ““peryersion” of the
intelligence-gathering process but also
that the White House and the Pentagon
were deceived by rnand’s ““dishon-

est” mnon. \.i:l ~'£|'f.'}4-"., . .
. "He noted that .Gé}{'eral Westmore- -
‘1and, in his i jter.v“:gﬁ, bad said that
{«the people in Washington,” as well as .
i*the media,” were *'not sophisticated .
enough to understand and evaluate this

ing” ‘about enemy, §t . But “the
peopié in Washington’ that the general
meant, Mr. Crile saill, referring to an.
interview question tijat was not in the .
broadcast, had to have included Presi-,
and the Joint Chiefs.
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